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Date of entry in Register: 

Name of applicant/court: 
Applicant to the Labelling Body: 
Title of Publication: 

Other Known Titles: 

Director: 

Producer: 

Publisher: 

Author: 

Format: 

Country of Origin: 

Language: 


30 July 1998 
Comptroller of Customs 
Not Applicable 
Pink Pussy Panther 

Fistfuck Revue Pink Pussy Panther Vol 2 

Not Stated 

Not Stated 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Video Recording VHS/PAL 

Holland 

German 


Components of film originally examined: 


Eeature: 

Pink Pussy Panther 

Running time: 

58.18 

Trailers: 

SVK-Copy Notice 

Running time: 

0.28 


Videorama Notice 


0.30 



Total Running time: 

59.16 


Excision/Alter ation: No. 


Reason(s) for Excision: 

Not Applicable. 


Classification Decision: 

Objectionable. 

Display Conditions: 

Not Applicable. 


... Please turn over 


tmpAD7B.tmp 




Descriptive Note: 

Not Applicable. 


Direction to issue a label has been given on Not Applicable. 


SUMMARY OF THE REASONS EOR DECISION: 

The Classification Office classifies the video recording Pink Pussy Panther as: 
Objectionable. 

Pink Pussy Panther promotes and supports the use of urine in association with sexual 
conduct. In two scenes, the video recording depicts men urinating into the mouths, 
and onto the faces of women they have been engaging in sexual activity with. The 
video recording promotes and supports the activity by presenting it in a titillating 
manner as part of the sexual activity, and by focusing on it in slow motion. Excision of 
the depictions of urination was recommended. 

The Classification Office has considered the applicability of s14 of the New Zealand 
Bill of Rights Act 1990 (NZBR Act). However, because the publication promotes and 
supports the use of urine in association with sexual activity, it is deemed objectionable 
under s3(2)(d) of the Films, Videos, and Publications Classification Act 1993, and no 
meaning which is consistent with the right of freedom of speech embodied in the 
NZBR Act can be read into the provision. 

The Classification Office recommended excisions to remove the depictions of 
urination. If the recommended excisions had been agreed to, the Classification Office 
would have classified the video recording as objectionable except if the availability of 
the publication is restricted to persons who have attained the age of 18 years. 
However, the owner of the publication failed to respond to the Classification Office’s 
excision notice within the specified period. Because the excisions were not agreed to, 
the publication is deemed objectionable. 
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